
Before t h e  Board of zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- March 22 ,  1967 

Appeal No. 9127 Giant Food Company, appel lant .  

The Zoning Administrator of t he  D i s t r i c t  of Columbia, appel lee.  

On motion duly made, seconded and unanimously ca r r i ed ,  
t he  following Order was entered  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
March 28, 1967. 

ORDERED : 

That t h e  appeal f o r  permission t o  provide accessory parking 
f o r  a period of one yeard, l o t  806, square 175, a t  2001-2005 - 
17th S t r e e t ,  NW., t o  serve  Cherner Motor Company located  a t  1781 
Flor ida  Avenue, and f o r  variance from Sect ion 7404.11 requ i r ing  
parking a r ea s  t o  be paved, be denied. 

From the  records and evidence adduced a t  the  public  hearing,  
t he  Board f i n d s  t h e  following f ac t s :  

1. Lot 806 i s  owned by Giant Food Company, and t he  Cherner 
Motor Company proposes t o  l e a se  t h e  l o t  f o r  t h e  s torage  of auto- 
mobiles awaiting service. 

2. The l o t  i s  located  i n  a C-2 D i s t r i c t  and i s  now p a r t i a l l y  
surf  aced. 

3. The Giant Food Company in tends  t o  dispose of t h e  l o t  and 
i s  w i l l i ng  t o  g ran t  t h e  Cherner Motor Company only a s h o r t  term 
lease .  Therefore, t he  Cherner Motor Company wishes t o  avoid 
expending funds t o  surface  t he  l o t  f o r  an i n d e f i n i t e  period of 
t i m e .  

4 .  The Department of Highways and T ra f f i c  of fered  no 
objec t ion  t o  t h e  grant ing  of t h e  spec i a l  exception a s  requested. 

5. There w a s  no objec t ion  a t  t h e  hearing t o  t h e  grant ing  of 
t h i s  appeal. 



OPINION : 

I n  t h e  opinion of t h e  Board, a spec i a l  exception f o r  
accessory parking should be granted only when t h e  Board i s  
convinced t h a t  t h e  proposed use w i l l  no t  adversely a f f e c t  
t h e  hea l th ,  s a f e ty  and general  welfare of t h e  community. 
It i s  a l s o  t h e  opinion of t h e  Board t h a t  the requirement 
t o  pave a parking l o t  was placed i n  t he  Zoning Regulations 
f o r  t he  b e n e f i t  of t h e  community and w e  have d i f f i c u l t y  
approving a proposed parking l o t  without surfacing;  f o r  t o  
do so ,  would impair t he  i n t e n t  and purpose of t h e  Zoning 
Regulations. 


